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HE NI took the: Confaralint on 
" the Propriety of requiring 4 Sub- 
d, A Feriptn to Articles of Faith in 
Hand, I found myſelf in the Entrance 
promiſed great things. I was told that 
Several able Writers, who h engaged i in this 
Cauſe, were even yet hardly, got in fight of the 
main Queſtion, and that. hoſe original Maxims, 
cohich.ought to direct all ſucb Enguiries, had 
long. been, and were All, either too little un- 
derftood, or tos much. dif: regarded. And we 
are, promiſed, to have theſe Maxims revived, 
and farther explained, and the whole fet in a 
proper Light. But in the ſequel I found 
myſelf much diſappointed ; 1 could 
nothing new . but only old Odjec- 
tions, which have been often anſwered, re- 


viyed. with little * no Notice Wee: of thoſe 
Anſwers. | ns Ss Ve 
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requiring a Subſeription to Articles of Faith. 
The Affirmative Side of the Queſtion has 
been maintained by ſeveral able Writers. 
Of theſe our Author takes no Notice : and 
very little has he to ſay in Reply to their 
Arguments. The Argument indeed ſeems 


to lie in a narrow Compaſs. If it is neceſ- 


ſary that thoſe who are to be ordained 
Teachers in the Church, ſhould be ſound in 
the Faith, and that they ſhould give to thoſe 
who ordain them ſome Proof, and Aſſurance, 
that they are ſo; and if it is more expedient, 
more caly to the Perſon ordaining, more 
fair with regard to the Candidate for Orders, 
and more effectual to the Purpoſe of keeping 
out of the Church falſe and erroneous Teach- 
ers, that the Method of this Proef ſhould 
be ſettled by publick Authority, then a Sub- 


ſeription to ſome Articles of Faith cannot be 


improper, or inexpedient. But, if this 


Author can ſhew that Soundneſs in the 
Faith is no neceſſary Qualification in a 
Cbriſtian Teacher; or that a Biſhop ought | 


to ordain all who offer themſelves, without 
any Enquiry into their religious Tenets: or, 


laſtly, that this ought to be left to the arbi- 
trary Diſcretion of the Biſhop, and that the 


Church 
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Church has no Concern, nor Authority, to 
interfere, then we muſt own the Impropriety 
of ſuch Subſcription... But inſtead of this he 
' ſeems, towards. the Cloſe of this Pamphlet to 
have in a manner given up this main Point *. 
In anſwer to 4 common Plea that all Sorts of 
peſtilent . Herefies might be taught _ in pubick, 
if no ſuch Reſtraint as this were laid upon the 
Teachers, he replies--- Let thoſe, abo are en- 
truſted with the Power of admitting Perſons to 
be Teachers, carefully enquire into their Quali- 
fications, and, according to the beſt of their 
Judgment, reject. ſuch as they find either groſily 
ignorant of ' the general Principles of Religion, + 
or whom they have uſt reaſon to ſiſpect of a juſt 
determined Reſolution to contemn, tem. 
I ſhould look upon this as a fair Conceſſion: 
but it is ſo looſely, and ambiguouſly, worded, ' 
that I know not what to make of it. What 
does he mean by the general Principles of. 
Religion? and what Religion, Natural, or 
Revealed According to the moſt obvious 
Senſe of the Words, every one is to be ad- 
mitted; to the Office of a Teacher, but only 
an Atheiſt, who is ignorant of, or diſbelieves 
the Being, or Providence of God. But I 
hope our Author means the Chriſtian Religion. 
What then are we to underſtand 1. 4 gene- 
| a Pp 25. 1 
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. | 
val" Princib hes of this Religion.” Perhaps, 
only a rice Profeſſion of their Faith in 


Cbriſt, though 4.— believe not one Doctrine 
which he taught. Or perhaps he means an 


Acknowledgement of the Truth of Scripture 
And this again is a Teſt that will admit 
Popiſh Prieſts, and all the wildeſt Sectaries, 
into our Mjniſtry : for all theſe pretend to 
found their Doctrines on Scripture: An ex- 
cellent Method this of guarding againſt 5p. 
lent Hergen, by ſuch an ö as Ow 
> > png none of them. | | 
Out Author begins oY an Aber of 
the Rife and Progreſt of a Cuſtom, which, as 
he tells us, fems to place certain Expheations of 
Suppoſed Scriptures on the ſame foot with Serip- 
tures themfel es, viz. Creeds, and Confefftons. 
And for what he advances we are to take his 
Word : for he has given us no Manner of 
Proof. It will appear that the. Reverſe of 
what he has here advanced is true. Theſe 
Subtilties of metaphyſical Debate were not in- 
troduced by the Governors of the Chureh, 
but La the ſeveral Hereticks bf thoſe Times", | 
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N See P- 12 13. | 
This is the Account given us by renews, I. 1. c. 1. Neo 

& c. 2. In him alſo we may ſee a particular Account of theſe 
Hezeticks, and their Subrlgties, Amongſt them we find Cerin- 
thus 


1 
And Criedi, and Confeſtonr of Faith, were 
TO ny 1 * 2 to gabe 


" au let; — ala wilting, 
See alſo Bingham's Antiquities, I. x. e. 3 4. I. wi. c. 1. ſ. l. 
Cirtical Hiſt. Amen 41 1187 


We 2 told 2 1 Note that : Cre os to be very char and 


intelligible to all Petfons : ind thite the Terms of Chriftian Con- 


munion ſhould li laabiſe be as general, and cemprebthſoe, ar it is 
Feffible. But how we ate to make a Creed, in which all Par- 
ties ſhall agree: or frame a Liturgy, wherein all Sefts of Chrifians 
might join, I cannot eafily comprehend : How ſhall they, whs 
worſhip eus Chrif, and honotr him as Cod, join in the 
fame Liusgy, with thoſe who deny his Divimty, and eſteein 
his Worſhip no better than /az/arry ? The good Man might 
as. well carry, his Scheme of Comprebenſſon a little farther. 
Mr Pope has given us an Univerſal Prayer. Mi ight not we on 
the ſame Plan frame an Univer/al Eitargy, «herein not only 
all J, of Cbrilliam, but all Jews, Turi, and Iafdelt, as 
well as Heretichsy might join? And yet, I am afraid, even 
this would not take all in. The whole Body of our Diſexters 
would ſtill be excluded: for they all, [ wore —_— hen 
OV * R * 


In the La Mens eat 
ws that he had no, Deſign of entering inte the ſubjett matter of 
our Articles, he ſeems to plead only for fonte Relaxation frum 
the preſent Mode of Subſeribing, and complains of our Areiehes, 


as extailing a whols Sylem on us at once. And then he proceeds | 


to calculate how many Propoſitions there are in theſe Article, 
L wiſh he would take the ſame Pains to calculate how many 
| Propoſitions are contained in the Firſt Chapter of St. Tobu's 
Gebel. THe WET eee And 
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againſt their Evaſions: nor were any Perſons 


admitted. to Baptiſm 4 without making Pro» 
feſſion of the primary Articles of the Chriſtian 
Faith. And, as Hereſies multiplied, and 


new, and unſcriptural Doctrines were in- 


| vented, the Church judged it neceſſary to 
guard againſt their Miſconſtructions of Scrip- 
ture. This Writer has put us in mind that 
even in the Apoſtles. Times there were thoſe 
vuvbbo corrupted the Word of God, and handled 
it gecertfully. Some ſuch Proviſion therefore 
ſeems. to have been neceſſary to guard againſt 
theſe deceitful Workers. So far indeed we 
are agreed that this Power of the Church 
may be, and has been, abuſed, In Proceſs 


of Time Corruptions ſtole in, both in Prac- 


_ tice, and Faith. And as the Church of Rome 
thought fit to eſtabliſh theſe Corruptions, it 


bene neceſſary to ſeparate from her Com- 


munion. But how did the firſt Reformers 
do this? not by aboliſhing all Creed, and 


Confeſſions. No, they found it neceſſary to 
draw up Confeſſions of their own. As ſome, 
who ſet up for Reformers, had broached 

many erroneous, and peſtilent Doctrines; 


the Lutherans firſt, and after their Example 
other Proteſtant Churches, thought fit to 


draw up Confeffions of their Faith, And this 


4 p. 10. 
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EFF 
they did; partly, to acquit themſelves of the 
Scandal of abetting wild and ſeditious En- 
tbufaſtt, and declaring what were their real 
Doctrines: partly, to prevent ſuch Enthiu- 
aft on the one Hand, and Popiſh Emiſſaries 
on the other, from intruding themſelves into 
their Miniſtry. Nor was there (as far as 1 
can find) ever any Church, ever ſince the 
| Apoſtles Times, either before, or after; the 
Reformation, but what had ſome Creed, or 
Confeſſion - — Faith. The Lutherans, the i 
Caluiniſi, the Remonſtrants, and even the | 
Socinians, as well as our Church, had their 
Forms of Doctrine, and did not acknowledge 
ſuch as their Brethren, who would not pre- 
fer their Belief of them. Nor is it eaſy to con- g 
ceive a Church under any other Notion, but 


as a Body of Men profeffin g ſome common [ 
Form of Doctrine, and] joining! in NN com- 
mon form of e 5 „ ν 9 

Zut we are told dive OY 00d Men were 'Y 
not aware how little agreeable this part of their 4 


Conduct might prove to the Principles they firſt | g 
fet out upon: which were that tbe Holy 8 
Seripture was our only Standard both of Faith, 
and Prafice; and that its Meaning was to be 
Er zo ur ur by our own IO.” But __ 


* p, 6. 
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„ 
Inconſiltency ſhould. not only haye been 
aſſerted, but proned. They did not ſet up 
their. Con/efions, as Standards. of F aith, nor 
impoſe them on Men's. Conſciences as ſuch, 
They defired, every, Man, to. ſearch, the Scripy 
tuns, and judge for himſelf. But — | 
They: did not ame, a Power, ear rem 


Piivate Judgment, yet they thought. that they 
had Authority to enjoin a publick Profeſſion 
of what they judged to be neceſſary Articles 
of D as a eee * da My 
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"ak " Bas, this. . it => ogy was, one og ohief 
Cauſes.of the. Diuifion, and Niftreſſes,. which 
we read of 1 In. ecclefaaſtical. Ster. Our Au- 
thon, I ſuppoſe, thinks that ſuch Diviſſont, 
anch Diſturbances, were not owing to 7hepere 
verſe diſputings of Hereticls, and Scliſinaticłs, 
but to the Governors of the Church, who 
beld. fal tlie Form. of ſound. Wards. And 
poſſibly too he may think that Inſurrections, 

and Rebellions in the State, are not owing 
tothe Untulineſs of factious Subjects, hut 
to Kings, and, Rulers. But moſt. rcaſonable 
Men, I believe; will think otherwiſe. Our 
Authonm refers us here for Proof to Curcellews, 
and Linbercb. Theſe Men might have but 
too 
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too much Reaſon to ** of the Impo- 
fitions. of the Romiſh. Church, and thoſe of 
their own, Countrymen at home. But they 
were both Remonſtrants, and, had given their 
Aſſent to. and wrote in efence of, the Re- 
monſtrants, Cone, hon of. Faicb. This Confeſſion | 
was publiſhed, with, a, Preface, wherein are 
anſwered the Objections uſually urged againſt 
ſuch Confeſions. They are, the fame with 
thoſe brought here by our, Author, ---that 
they. detrat from the Authority of Scripture--= 
that they offend Men's Conſcieuces, and binder. 
the Liberty of Prophecying,---that they acc on. 
Divi ont, and F attions,---1 refer him to this 
Preface for an Anſwer to erer thing; he has, 
here Mord: ATR 
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Atter all, what is all this to the Purpoſe ? 
I e Queſtion propoſed is the Propriety of re- 
quiring of Perſons to be ordained a Subſcription 
to Articles Ul Religion. But he has hitherto 
been arguing againſt Creedi, and Confelſis ions 
of Faith, required of all Men as Terms of 
Communion. We are hardly yet got in fight "of 
the main Queſtion. If we ſhorten our Creeds, 


new frame, our  Liturgies, and make our. 


* 
©, bs. 4. - 1; 
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* I beg leave alſo to refer bin to Dr Rogers Diſedurſe 
of the Viſible and Inviſible Church of Chriſt, p. ii. ch. 6. 
and to his Review, p. ii. ch. 5. 3 

| Term. 
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of Communion 2 general, and comprehenſive, as 
to take in all Sefts of Chriftians, yet ſtill it 
may be neceſſary to take Care that this mixed 
Multitude may be well taught, and for that 
Purpoſe provided with proper Teachers *, , 
who may be able by ſound Doctrine, both to er 
hort, and 7 convince the Gainſayers., LIE IO 
But how we ſeem to be coming to the 
main Point *. We arc told that all Kinds of 
Engagements declarative of our full and final 
Per ſuaſio hon in Matters of Faith---are wholly 
founded on Principles direttly of poſite to thoſe 
abroementioned, (I ſuppoſe) that Scripture 15 
the Standard of Faith, and that iti Meaning 
is to be aſcertained to us by our own Reaſon.--< 
But we do not ſet up our Articles as a Rule 
of Faith. Nay theſe very Articles declare 
that © nothing is to be required of any Man to 
be Believed as an Article of Faith, that 1s 
not read in Scripture, or may be proved there- 
by: and that * befides the fame the Church 
ought not to enforce any thing to be beheved for 
neceſſity of Salvation. Nor do we deprive 
any one FA his Right of private Judgment. 
The Candidate for Orders might judge for 
himſelf, before he offered himſelf, and ſo 
he may after Ordination. It is a very unfair 
Tit. 1. 9. P. 8. © Art. vi. 1 Art. xx. 


* 11 * 
State of the Caſe to call our Sobſeriotion. 4 


Declaration of our full, and final, Perſuaſion, in 
Matters f Faith. No Man is hereby tied 


up from impartially examining the Word of 


Cad, nor from altering. his Opinion, if he 
finds Reaſon ſo to do. We are told indeed 
(how truly I know not). that the Church of 

Scotland requires her Miniſters to promyſe to 


edbere to the ſame Perſuaſion to thier Life's End, 


I am ſure our Church requires no ſuch thing. 
But I cannot ſee what Obligation lies on 2 
Teacher, who on his Examination alters his 
Opinion, openly to maintain his new Opi- 
nion. Will this Writer ſay that every 
Teacher of the Goſpel is bound to maintain all 
Truths, and combat all Errors, in all Caſes, 
and. at all Seaſons? If he does, he muſt 
allow. the Governours of the Church the 
ſame Right of Judgment, and the ſame 
Zeal for Truth.. And if fo, they may think 
themſelves obliged. to forbid, and reſtrain, 
ſuch Perſon from venting his novel Opini- 
ons, as their Miniſter, 


But we are told that zhe Fudgment of moſt 


thinking Men will be always in a progreſſive 
State.---So indeed we find. Theſe thinking 


Men will one Year preach up the Divinity of 
5.14 | 
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ur Bled Saviour ; the next Year they will 
explain it away; ſoon after, growing Rin 
wiſer, they will teach their Flock that he'is 
a mere Man, and no Worſhip due to him: at 
laſt, they will give them to underſtand, that the 
 Apdſiles Creed is erroneous. I fear that while 
the Teachers Undet-tanding is in a'pro Neve 
State, his Congregation will be in a retro- 
grade State, with regard both to Faith, and 
Morals. And J humbly think that in fuch 
Cafes theſe thinking Men, if they chooſe to 
retain their Preferments, ſhould keep their 
cord; to themſclyes* 8 


th. \- dWhat follows is mere Declamation. Our 
Church preaches no other Goſpel than that which 
ſhe received, nor propcunds any ether Articles for 
Goſpel, gor fixes any Standards or Criterions of 
Faith ſeparate from this Goſpel : and ſo ſhe has 
fully declared, She claims indeed Authority 
in Controverfies of Faith : but only ſo far as to 
judge for herſelf what ſhall be her own 
Terms of Communion, and what Qualifi- 
cations {he ſhall require in her own Miniſters. 
Nor does our Church herein claim any other 


® See this Point ſtated by Dr Randolph in his Vindication, 
of the DoErine of the Trinity, App. p. 13:---and more fully 
handled in Dr Rogers's Civil Eſtabliſhment of Religion, 
Chap. ii. Sect. 7, 8, 9. | d p.g, 10, 


Au- 


1.9 
Authority (as has already been ſhewn) than 
what all Chriſtian Churches, ancient and 
modern, Proteſtant. as well as Popiſb, have 
always claimed, and exerciſed. Nor is this 
Claim any way inconſiſtent with the Right 
of private Judgment, or Liberty of free En- 
quiry. But we are told that hir Spirit of 
impo/ing, ſited the Myſtery of Iniguity, began 
to work as early, as the Apoſtles Times. But 
who were theſe Inpoſers? Not the Governors 
of the Church“: but vain Talkers, and De- 
cervers, who ſet themſelves up in Oppoſition 
thoſe Governors. Theſe were the Perſons the 
Apoſtle forewarnes us againſt, as * corrupting the 
Merd of God, and handling it deceitfully. If 
any ſuch ſhould ariſc amongſt us, I ſhould 
think, and fo did St Paul, that it concerns 
the Governours of the Chnrch to „ep their 
Mouths. 
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But we now ſeem to be coming to ie 
main Queſtion *. We are told that with regard 
to the Right of requiring Subſcription deauced 
From the Nature of a Society, as ſuch, which 
Writers on that fide generally ſet out with, it reſts 
entirely on this Argument, or Aſſertion, viz. that 


8 P. 10. * Tit. I, 10, * 2 Cor, ii. 17. 4 iv. 2. 
f. F. 32. 
F the 
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the: Church, like other Societies, has a Power to 
preſcribe its oon Terms of Admittance, &c.---To 
this it is anſwered that hs Society is fomething 
mure thun a mere human Eftabliſhment---and that 
the. Terms of Admittance into this Society are 
fixed by the very Au burity that conſtituted the So- 
diet elf. And here three or four Texts of 
Seripture are brought to prove that we are 
Bound to receive all Perſons into this Society on a 
general Profeſſion of their Faith in Chriſt. But 
here again the Queſtion i is changed upon us. 

The thing to be proved was the Impropriety 
of requiring Subſcription of Perſons to be or- 
dained. And to prove this he tells us that 
the "Apoſtles admitted Perſons to Baptiſm 
on a general Profeſſion of their Faith in Chriſt. 
Veen Candace's Eunuch and Cornelius the Cen- 
turion were indeed baptized : but they were 
not ordained Prieſts, or Deacons. Nor do 
his Inſtances prove even the Non- neceſſity of 
Baptiſmal Profeſſions *. Philip, before he 
baptized the 8 had preached unto him 
Teſus, and taught him from J. liii. the 
Doctrine of Redemption by Chrit : and the 
Eunuch by his Profeſſion of Faith in Teſs 
Chriſt, muſt be underſtood to give his Aſſent 
to the Doctrines preached to him. Cornelius“ 


x Acts ix. 33 &c. ; 
_ Caſe 


G 

Caſe was an extraordinary one. While 8t 
Peter was preaching to him, 70e — 
fell upon all them whith' heard" the Word: 
Whereupon Peter anſibereu.— Can any Man 
forbid Water that theſe ſhould not be buprixed, 
_— have” received the Holy Ghoſt. as well as 
An he commanded him to be 'baptized in 
the Name of the Lord.---This can be no Rule 
what is to be done in ordinary Caſes. His 
laſt Text of Scripture is ſtill leſs to his Pur- 
poſe ®. There aroſe 4 Diſenfion, and Diſpu- 
tation, amon 8 the Chriftians at Antioch, about 
the Neceſſity of the Moſarcal Law. This 
Queftron was determined in a Couneil of the 

Apoſtles and Elders ar Jeruſalem, who gave 
Sentence that no greater Burden ſhould be laid 
pon the Gentile Converts than ſome few 
neceſſary Points of Practice. And what is 
this to the Caſe of Creed, or Subſeriptions. 
This Paſſage ſhould rather ſeem to prove the 
Authorit y of the Church, both to prevent the 
ung of falſe Doctrines, and to ordain 
Rice,” and Cerechonjes. 7 1 9; : 


bet: 1160 that is 1825 been aſſerted by ſome 
Writers of Note, that the only neceſſary 
Article of Paith is that eſs is the Meſſrah 
and theſe Texts, which our Author has oc 


- Aa x. 44, &C. d Acts xv. 
duced 
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duced, and foe others, have been brought 
in proof of it. But I ſhould be glad to know 
what they mean by this Term Meſab.--- 
If they mean only a Prophet ſent by Cod, 
then this Aſſertion amounts to this, that it 
—— to belieyę Teſus to be a true Pro- 
phet, and yet not neceſſary to believe any 
one Docteine which he taught. But if by-- 
the Mefiah--they mean, as they ſupuld gan, 
che Only: begotten Son f. Cod, anainted. and 
ſent by ihe Father, 'xo make Propitfation for 
the Sins of the World, this will include all | 
the Fundamental Articles of the Chriſtian. 
Faith., Nor can any Argument be drawn. 
from tHe; Practice of We page: tk the 


LL # 33-4 


neſs ts it een Signs 55 . . Thoſe 
who were convinced by theſe Miracles, and. 
believed the divine Miſſion of the Apaſtles, 
and thereupon ſubmitted to be taught by 
them, might perhaps be baptized, and re- 
ceived. into the Church, without any, farther 
Profeſſion. But this would be no Rule to 
ſucceeding Ages. And even in the Apoſtles 
Days we find that Teaching generally pre- 
ceded Baptiſm *. So it was, in the Caſe of 
Queen Candace's Eunuch. . It has been already 
ſhewn that Creeas and Confeſſions of Faith 


See alſo Acts viii. 12. x. 34. Xvi. 14. 32, 33» XVI 8. 
; Were 
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were in Uſe in the; firſt Ages of the Chrise 

tian Church, and were required of Perſons 
to be baptized”. This Practice is ſaid by 
the moſt ancient Writers to be derived 
from the Apoſtles themſelves. The Apoſtles 
Greed, which we now have, though the 
whole of it was not compoſed by the 
Apaſtles themſelves, yet was formed upon 
their Plan; and the greateſt Part of it either 
eompoſed, or authorized, by the Apoſtles, as 
may be ſeen in the Writers cited underneath*. 
In the Primitive Church no adult Perſons 
were baptized without previous Inſtruction. 
They continued ſome Time in the State of 
Catecbhumens, when they were inſtructed in the 
Doctrines of Chriſtianity, and taught their 
Creed and when they were admitted to 
Baptiſm, they made publick and ſolemn 
ae oh ke Faith, in the Words of 


Inu 


Iren, L. i. C. E. ee de * adv. PREY c. 133 
Adv. Prax. c. 2. See alſo Bingham's Antiq. L. x. ch. 3. 

Cadel iſt. of the Apoſtles Creed, ch. 1. Rogers Review, 
Part. ii. c. 5. Our Author, perhaps, may cry out, $0 
early did this Myſtery of Iniquity begin to work, No; it was 
not the Myſtery of Iniquity; but the Myſtery of Godlineſs, which 
theſe Creeds ſet forth—God manifeft in the Fleſb. 

* Bingham's s Antiq. B. x. 

Ib. B. xi. el. ke. 
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AF. 
the Creed appointed by the Church *. And 
when Children baptized, they had Sponſors 
who nufwered for them. 


The like Care was from the Beginning 
taken to keep falſe Teachers out of the 
Church. St. Paul directs Timothy to com- 
mit 'thoſe Things which he had heard to faith- 
ful Men, who ſhould" be able to teach others 
alſo : and to ordain ſuch Deacons only as 

held the Myſtery of the Faith in a pure Con- 
ference. * And he commiſſions Titus to or- 
dain ſuch Elders in every City as held faſt the 
faithful Word, as they had been tqught, that 
they might be able, by ſound Doctrine, both 
to exhort und to convince the Gainſayers. 
And he commands him to fop the Mouths of 
vain Talkers and Deceivers; and to rejet, 
after the firſt and ſecond Admonitton, a Man 
that is an Heretick. * And in the Primitive 
Church the greateſt Care was taken to pre- 
ſerve the Unity of the Faith. Strict En- 
quiry was made into the Faith and Ortho- 
doxy of all Perſons to be ordained : and 
they were required to give in a Form of 

ch. 8. 0 . 2 Tim. fl. 2. 1 Tim iii. 9. 


e Tit. i. 5, &. iii. 10. 
E See Binghan's Antiq. B. xvi. ch. 1. Ib. B. ir. ch. 3. 
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Confeſſion of their Faith | ſubſcribed with 
own Hand ; and thoſe who taught any he- 


retical Opinions were cenſured, and caſt out 
out of the Church. | 


0 i am glad, 8 that our Author al- 
lows the Church to be a Society. As to the 
Terms of Admittance, I refer him to the ori- 
ginal Charter *, which commiſſions the 
Apoſtles to receive Diſciples into the Church, 
by baptizing them in the Name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt. - I 
think it may be from hence reaſonably 
concluded, that Perſons baptized ' ſhould 
make Profeſſion of their Faith in the Father, 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt ; and that Per- 
ſons appointed to be Teachers ſhould be 
found in this Faith, and able to inſtruct 
ethers in the Nature and Offices of theſe 
Three Divine Perſons, 


But here we loſe Sight of the Queſtion, 
again ; * and a new one is introduced in its 
ſtead, with regard to the Civil Sanctions of 
Religion. It ſeems Men muſt not only not 
be Ee A but muſt not be tempted to de. 


> Matt. xxvil. 9 a 
. Page I 8 &c. 
| © 2 zlare 


„„ 
clare their Aſſent to ubat they cannot believe, 
The Magiſtrate therefore muſt not eſtabliſn 
what he thinks the true Religion; muſt 
annex no Rewards to it's Profeſſors. There 
muſt be no Tythes, no rich Benefices, no 
Dignities or Biſhopricks; for theſe are 
tempting Things, and may hazard the Probity 
of his Subjects. Or, if he allots any Main- 
tenance to the Teachers of Religion, he 
muſt admit all Perſons indiſcriminately, 
Papiſis, and all the wildeſt Sectaries, who 
hold Principles ſubverſive of the Foundation 
of what he thinks the true Religion l. Whe- 
ther this will contribute to ſecure either the 
Peace, or the Probity, of the People, let any 
reaſonable Men judge. I muſt deſire to be 
excuſed from following our Author any far- 
ther out of the Way. The Authority of 
the Magiſtrate in Matters of Religion, the 
Reaſonableneſs of Toleration, and under 
what Reſtrictions it may or may not be 
granted, are Points of ſome Difficulty, and 
cannot be properly treated of in a narrow 
Compaſs. And as they are foreign to the 
preſent Queſtion, ſo I have neither Inclina- 
tion, nor Leiſure, to enter into the Diſcuſſion 
of them; and therefore I refer to the ex- 


* See Dr. Balguy's Charge, 
cellent 


1 
cellent Dr. Rogers, who has b handled 
ele ——_— att 1:31 50 


. on: 1 cannot 2 a our Author 
what he means by Pains and Penalties, and 
wholeſome Severities ? and what, and who he 
complains of? Does our Church or our Go 
vernment ” (to uſe the Words of the worthy 
Dean of Gheefter) inflict any corporal Pu- 
niſhment, or levy any Fines and Penalties, 
en cha Wh. will not comply with the 
Terms of her Communion? No. Doth it 
deny them the Right of Privilege of wor- 
ſhipping God in their own Way? No: a 
Toleration is granted them on reaſonable 
Terms. Are Men denied the Liberty of 
free Debate? No; nothing is puniſhable by 
our Laws but open Blaſphemy and Profane- 
neſs, and publickly impugning the moſt 
fundamental Articles of our Religion; and 
even theſe Laws are ſcarce ever put in Exe- 
cution. Men ſpeak, and write, juſt what 
they pleaſe, with Impunity. What then 
do they complain of? Why, that they have 
node of thoſe Emoluments allotted to the 
Teachers of the eſtabliſhed Religion, which 


= Apology & for the Church of England, JS. 
i Page I 6. th 
ey 
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they wiſh to enjoy without complying with 
the Terms required; and load the Church, 


and Government, with Abuſe for not grati- 
fying them in their extravagant Demands. 


I meet with nothing to the Purpoſe till 
p- 21. where we are told, that ſuch doctrina 
Formularies exclude none but conſcientious Men 
From any particular Communion : they create 
no Difficulty to others, who. ſubſeribe tbem 
as Things of Courſe ; and in the like Circum- 
flances will ſubſcribe any thing.---I would de- 
fire our Author, inſtead of doctrinal Forma- 
lities, to read Oaths, and then ſee how his 

Argument would run. The Government 
muſt require no Qaths of Allegiance, or Supre- 
macy, of Perſons to be admitted to Poſts of 
Honour or Profit ; for theſe will exclude none 
but conſcientious Men : others will take them 
as things of courſe, and will ſwear to any 
ring. But who are theſe others, who ſub- 
feribe the Articles as Things of Courſe. ? He 
would not, I hope, ſuggeſt that the Bulk 
of the Clergy do ſo. I am well perſuaded: 
that the Generality of the . Clergy, when 
they offer themſelves for Ordination, conſi- 
der ſeriouſly what Office they take upon 
them, and firmly believe what they /ub/cribe 
to, If by this means ſome con/cientrous Per- 


ſons 


ECTS) 
ſons are excluded, we are ſorry for it: but 
we eſteem, thoſe only fit to be admitted into 
the Miniſtry, who hold the Faith, as well as 
a good Conſcience. If unworthy Men, who 
know not, or care not, what they /ub/cribe, 
by this Means get into the Miniſtry, they 
would not be excluded, if we were to abo- 
liſh all Sub/cereprion. If others ' ſubſcribe 
againſt the Dictates of their Conſcience, 
and afterwards think themſelves at Liberty 
to bear their Teſtimony againſt what they have 
thus ſolemnly declared their Aſſent to, it is 
their Fault alone. If the beſt Method 
which could be thought of t avoid Diver/fi- 
ties of Opinions, and eſtabliſh Conſent touching ; 
true Religion, may, through the Perverſe- 
neſs and Corruption of Mankind, have had 
a contrary Effect; ſurely not the nnn 
but 0 Men alone are to blame. 


» But our ict it is ſaid, at fit pro- 
ceeded on the moſt extenſive Plan.---And pray 
when has ſhe altered it? We have the 
fame Articles of Subſcription now as we had 
in Queen Ehkzabeth's Time. The royal De- 
claration afterwards prefixed to it, added no- 
thing to them, but only approved and con- 
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ſcription. Let us then take their Plea in 


( 4 ) 
firmed what had been always the true Intent 


of ſubſcribing. I am no way concerned to 


vindicate every Expreſſion in this Declara- 
tian. It may be. ſufficient to obſerve; that 
there are ſome Errors expreſsly condemned 


in our Articles. and ſome Doctrines clearly 


and poſitively aſſerted. In theſe it was the 
Intention of the Compilers #0 gabliſp Con- 


ent; nor were theſe to be drawn afide to any 


new Senſe by forced Conſtructions. In other 
more curious Points they purpoſely worded 


the Articles in general Terms, allowing Per- 


ſons agreeing in the general Senſe to differ 
in the particular Explanation of it. 


» Our Author comes now at laſt to an- 
fwer the Pleas offered in Support of this Prac- 


tice of Subſcription. One: of: theſe, he ſays, ts 


drawn from the ſacred Writings being capable 
of ſuch a Variety of Senſes, that Men of widely 
different Perſuafions ſhelter themſelves under the 


ame Forms of Expreſſion. It would ſurely 


have been more fair to have given us the 
Words of ſome of theſe — for Sub- 


their ow]n Terms.--- * We acknowledge (ſays 
one of them) the Scriptures to be ſufficiently 


age 24. e A. D. of O's Charge, p. 13. 


clear 
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clkar in all Matters neceſſary fo Salvation: but 
what if Men tore theſe Scriptures ? explain 
aua) the plaineſt Texts of Scripture, and pre- 
tend to prove the moſt erroneous and pernicious 
Hoctrines from Scripture ? Are ſich Men to 
be entruſted with the Minifiry of the” Goſpel, 
and commiſſioned to teach theſe erroneous Doc- 
triner? What thei is to be dine in this Caſe ? 
T know of no better Way of Security againſt 
ſuch Deceivers, than by drawing up Articles 
explaining ſuch Scriptures as theſe Men have 
perverted, and guarding againſt their Miſcon- 
Aructiont. If this is not allowed, we can 
have nv Fence to prevent Popiſh Emiſſaries, or 
any falſe Teachers whatſoever, Jrom thruſting 
themſeroes into the Miniſtry. 
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And what has our Author to o fay i in An- 

ſwer to this? Firſt, he queries whether the 
Scriptures are in Reality ſo differently interpre- 
ted in Points of real Conſequence. But the 
ſame Writer has' ſhewn that they are, and 
inſtanced in the firſt Chapter of St. John's 
Gofpel. But we muſt not take this for grant- 
ed, and make ourſelves ſole Fudges of this Con- 
Sequence, So far only does the Church make 
Bevſelf Fudge, as to judge what Dodrines'are 
fit to be taught, and what Securities, are to 
be ++ of thoſe whom the admits into 
D her 


( 26 ) 
her Miniſtry. And in this the Governors 
of the Church have the ſame Right to judge 
as all other Perſons have to judge for them- 
ſelves, and to act accordingly. But heir 
Expoſitions, we are told, will at length be- 
come equally difficult to be expounded. If they 
ſhould, the Church Bas Power to alter and 
explain them when ſhe judges it neceſſary 
or expedient. 


? Another Plea our Author mentions of the 
Same Kind is, that all Sorts of peſtilent Here- 
fies might be taught in publick, if no ſuch Re- 
ftraint as this were laid upon the Teachers. 
1 His Reply to this has been already conſi- 
dered. It is indeed a fair Conceſſion that 
peftilent Hergſies ought to be guarded againſt, 
and that to this End ſome Engquiry ought 
to be made into the Principles of thoſe who 
are to be appointed Teachers. What then 
would he give us in the Room of Sub/crip- 
tion ? --= The Church may, if ſhe thinks fit, 
ſupply her Clergy with proper Comments on 
Scripture, or Homilies properly adapted ts their 
own Times, and, if you pleaſe, with Articles of 
Religion alſo. --- Very well. But of what 
Authority are theſe Comments, Homilies and 


0 * Page 25 · ; 1 See above, P · 3. 
Articles 
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Articles t to be? Here we are rather in the 
Dark. It ſhould ſeem by what follows, 
that they are only for the Edification of theſe 
ber Sons, as meet Helps and Directians for the 
more effettual Diſcharge of their Miniſtry. 
How then will you hinder peftilent Herefies 
being taught i in publick, if you admit Perſons 
into your Miniſtry, who neither approve of 
your Comments, nor believe your Articles, 
and ſuffer them afterwards to write and 
preach againſt all or any of them ? But it 
ſeems, Preachers are to be made liable to 
Cenſure for Impieties, when uttered by them, 
but not bound beforehand to ſuch a Clog of Pre- 
cautions, But here again he ſhelters himſelf 
under general Words. What does he mean 
by Inpieties? And who is to be judge what 
are Impieties, and what Cenſure is to be paſ- 
ſed upon them. You put Comments on 
Scripture, and Articles Religion, into your 
Teachers Hands, Is he obliged to explain the 
Scriptures in Conformity to theſe Comments? 
and to teach ſuch Doctrines as are ſet forth 
in theſe Articles, and no other? If he is, 
how ſhould we be in a better Caſe than we 
are at preſent? It ſhould ſeem rather worſe; 
for we ſhould be tied down by Comments as 
well as Articles. Suppoſing then that any 
of theſe Preachers ſhould preach different 

D 2 Doctrines, 
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Doctrines, and that in the moſt important 
and fundamental Points; would. you allow 


the Governors of the Church any Power to 
reſtrain them, or or ſuſpend them from their 
Office? Or muſt they wait till they proceed 
to open Blaſphemy, and may be convicted 
before a Judge and Jury? If ſo, then all 
Sorts of peſtilent Herefies may and will be 
taught in publick, without any Reſtraint. 
And I am humbly of Opinion, that it is 
much better to take proper Precaution before- 
hond, and more eligible, not to admit thoſe 
Into the Miniſtry who hold theſe pernicious 
Doctrines, than to to cenſure them for it 
afterwards---But Moſheim repreſents the Me- 
thod here recommended 70 be the Caſe pre- 
ciſely with the Arminian Confeſſion. But Gl 
Arminians are no national Church: they are, 
as the ſame Moſheim tells us, à Medley of 
Perſons of different Principles, who, properly 
eating, have no fixed fiable Form or Syſtem 
of Doctrine. And yet theſe will not look 
on the Papiſit or the Colvinifts, who deny 
their foe Articles as Brethren. They alſo 
thought it neceſſary to draw up 4 Confeſion 
of their Faith, much larger than our Bod 
of Articles, And (as I obſerved before) 
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ip their Preface to this Confeſſion, they ane 
ſwer the ſame ObjeQions againſt ſuch Cane 
tt Hong of Faith as are here revived by OU 
Author. 7 ev 
I muſt beg Leave to paſs by the follows 
ing long- minded Periods of Declamation: 
J can find nothing in them but what has 
been already obviated ; and I am tired with 
repeating the ſame Anſwers to the ſame 
Objections, cloathed in different Expreſ- 
ſions, e 


I paſs on to page 30, where our Author, 
in Anſwer to thoſe who have urged that un- 
ſcriptural Words might as well be uſed in 
Confeſſions of Faith as in Preaching, ſays, that 
the two Caſes are widely different. I can ſee 
hut little Difference in this Reſpet. They 
are both Explications of Scripture ; and 
therefore in both other Words muſt be uſed 
befides Scripture. Nor does our Church 
claim any divine Authority ; nor does: ſhe 
peremptorily decide Matters for us, or bind them 
upon us, as our Author miſrepreſents the 
Caſe. But whereas falſe Teachers had ex- 
plained away the Senſe of Scripture by new 
and unſcriptural Diſtinctions, it was judged 
neceſſary to guard againſt their Evaſions, and 

thereby 
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thereby exclude fuch falſe Teachers from 
our Miniſtry.” If we were on this Account 
forced to make” Uſe of new Terms, the 
Novelty is chargeable, not on us, but on 
them. Nor is this (as I have often already 
obſerved) any way inconfiſtent with the 
Aﬀertion, that tbe Holy Scriptures contain all 


Do@rines required of Necefity for eternal $ al- 
Vation 8 


However, I cannot paſs by one of his 
long-winded laboured Sentences, though 1 
cannot eaſily fix his Meaning. ---- Mere 


Some Perſons ' ſenſible of this (though I can- 
not make out from the Context what Z/zs is) 


they would not ſurely be fo forward to ſuſpect 
us of Hypocriſy and Prevarication, while be 
efteem ourſelves bound to keep up all theſe Forms, 
till relieved by proper Authority ; nor impute it 
wholly to our private Intereſt, when we mini- 
 Feerially comply with what we are not able tg 


+ But we find the Tables now turned upon us. The 
Church is now charged with introducing anſcriptura! Terms 
and metagbyſical Debates ; whereas it was her Deſign to guard 
againſt the metaphyſical Subtleties of vain Deceivers. And it 
may be, and often has been ſhewn, that thoſe Things, 
which may now ſeem abſtruſe in our Creeds and Articles, were 
occaſioned by the ſubtle Evaſions of the Hereticks of thoſe 
Days. 
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remove; and patiently: remain in Poſts, hows 7 
ever  invidiouſly . repreſented, where ' it is con- 
cerved that we, may do more good, and perform 
a more acceptable Service to qur common Maſe 
ter, by continuing to labour on in his + waſte 
Vineyard, and wait his own good Time for Op- 
portunities of ufing our little Influence | hereby 
prevented from growing ill leſs] towards 
pruneing a few wild Branches in it, and roots 
ing out ſome of the rankeſt Weeds.--Be pleaſed, 
Sir, to come out of the Clouds. You have 
not yet thought fit to tell us who you are, 
nor what your Tenets are, nor what it is 
which you ſo much diſlike in our Forms. I 
conld wiſh in particular that you had been 
more explicit with regard to the Doctrine 
of the Trinity. This Doctrine has been 
lately abuſed in very rude and groſs Terms. 
Permit me then to aſk, Whether a Perſon, 
who diſbelieves this Doctrine, can, without 
Hypocriſy and Prevarication, ſubſcribe to the 
Article, which aſſerts, that in the Unity of the 
Godbead there be three Perſons of one Subſtance, 
Power, and Eternity, the Father, the Song 
and the Holy Ghoſt. But perhaps there may 
be ſome, who at firſt /ub/eribed to theſe Ar- 
ticles as things of courſe ; but are improved 
in Knowledge ſince. But have they never 
repeated their Subſcription? and do they 


think 
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ehink themſelves at liberty to take upon 
them the Office of Teachers and Governors, 
in s Church whoſe fundamental Doctrines 
they diſbelieve, and repeatedly declare their 
Aſſent to what they think falſe? Again, 
can Perſons of theſe Principles efteem them- 
felder bound, or even at Liberty, 4 Lecp up 
H# Forms in our Creeds, and Liturgy ? Can 
they, without Prevarication,” repeat the 
Words of a Creed in a publick Congrega- 
tion, if they do not believe the Contents of 
ic? Can he who denies the Diomity of our 
Blefſed' Suviour, ſolemnly proteſt before God, 
and his Church, that F4 believes in our Lord 
Feftis Chrift---very God of very Gad--being of 
one Subſtariee' with the Father? Can he, who 
difbelieves the Doctrine of a Trinity, declare 
it publickly to be his Beli, that the whole 
zbrte Perſons are co-eternal together, and co- 
equal'? Nor can ſuch a Man join in the Uſe 
of our Prayers. Can he, without Prevari- 
cation, invoke the holy, bleſſed, and glorious 
Trinity, as three Parſons; and one Gd? Can 
ke addreſs himſelf to” our Lord us Chrift, 
as one who" Hfoeth, and reigneth, with the 


Father, and the Holy Spirit, ever ont God, 
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World withiut End? * Can he pray to God 


to keep him fedfaff in the true Faith, to ac- 
knowledge the Glory of the eternal Trinity ? 
Whether theſe are our Author's Principles 


I know not: that he differs from the efta- 


bliſhed Church in ſome important Points, 
may, I think, fairly be gathered from his 
own Words. He ſpeaks in the firſt Perſon, 
Ve. and he repreſents our Church as a 
waſte Vineyard ; and waits for an Opportunity 
of pruning the wild Branches in it, and rooting 
out me of it's rankeſt Weeds. But my Charge 
is not perfonal againſt him; but in general 
againſt all who thus prevaricate, who, I 


fear, are too many, and whoſe Cauſe our 
Author here pleads. And I muſt aſk him 
what he means by that equivocating Ex- 


preſſion of miniſterially complying ?---Does he 
think that the Miniſter officiating in a pub- 
lick Congregation ſpeaks only like a Puppet, 
or like an Actor in a Play, who ſpeaks not 

in his own Perſon, but that of another ? Or 
po he eſteem Creeds and Publick Prayers to be 


only Matters of Form, * ſpoken not 2 the 


Collect for Trinity Sunday. 
* I fear that Confeſion will not be made with the Mouth unto 


Salvation, unleſs with the Heart Man believeth unte Nia 
neſs, Rom. x, 10. 
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Heart, but only from the Mouth? Can he 
ſolemnly profeſs in his own Perſon, ſaying- 
J Believe- before God, in his Church, and 
at his Altar, in the Face of the Congrega- 
tion aſſembled for Divine Service, and yet 
Believe nothing of what he profeſſes his Be- 
lief of? Is he the Mouth of the Congrega- 
tion? but ſurely he is one of the Congrega- 
tion, and muſt be ſuppoſed to detlare his 
own Faith, as well as that of others. If 
he does not declare his own Faith, pray who 
does? Again, if he ſolemnly addreſſes him- 
ſelf to God in Terms containing what he 
verily thinks to be a Falſhood ; if. he prays 
to him as God, whom: he believes to be no 
God, is there not a Lie in his Mouth ? Does 
he not hereby deceive his Congregation, and 
mock Gad? But it ſeems that we comply, and 
patiently remain in Poſts (yes, and patiently 
enjoy the Profits of thoſe Poſts, and patiently 
riſe from one Poſt to another) that we may 
do more good, and perform a more acceptable 


Such Diflimulation was held in Aborrence by the Heathens 
themſelves. When Euripidess Tragedy was ated on the 
Theatre at Athens, where Hippolytus ſays,--'H vg ewapey, 
& ge avapores>-My Tongue has fevorn, but not my Hear. 
Socrates was ſo offended at this Prevarication, though only 
ſpoke by an Actor, out of a Play, that he left the Theatre. 


Service 
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| Service to our Maſter-— that is, in Scripture 
Eanguage--- Let us do Evil, that Good may 
come.--- What would this Writer himſelf 
think of a Jeſuit, who ſhould talk, and act 
thus? who ſhould apply for Orders, take 
the Oath of Supremacy, ſubſcribe our Articles, 
and declare his Aﬀent to our Common Prayer; 
ſhould take upon him the Office of a Prieſt 
in our Church, accept of Benefices, Dignities, 
and a Briſhoprick and on every new Promo- 
tion repeat his Sub/eriptions and Declarations ? 
Shold ſuch a Man officiate in our Church, 
and declare that he did this in order to do 
more good, and perform a more acceptable Ser- 
vice to his Maſter ; that he continued to labour 
on in the waſte Vineyard, and waited a good 
Time, and a proper Opportunity of pruning 
the wild Branchas, and rooting out the rankeſt 
Weeds in the Vineyard ; that is, in more plain 
Enghſh, of ſubverting our Eſtabliſhment, 
and bringing us back to Popery. Would 
not our Author call this groſs Hypocriſy and 
Prevarication ? Juſtly he might without any 
invidious Miſrepreſentation. And yet this 
Man would have more to fay for himſelf 
than thoſe, whoſe Cauſe he pleads. He 
might ſay that it was his Principle that no 


7 Rom. 111. 8. 
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Faith was to be kept with Hereticls, and 


that he had a Diſpenſation from the Pope, 
which quieted his Conſcience. Nay, far- 
ther, a Popiſb Prieff might more innocently 
officiate in our Churches, and join in our 
Creeds, and Liturgy, than a Socinian can. 


But our Author pleads the Example of 
our firſi Reformers : and ſo might our ſup- 
poſed Feſuit do with a better Grace. They, 
we are told, did not quit their Stations in the 
Church, but ꝝſed all their Endeavours to 
amend it.---I am no way concerned to vin- 
dicate every Thing which theſe great and 
good Men did. It pleaſed God to bring 
about the Reformation by haman Means. 
The r Reformers were Men, and ſubje&t 
to human Frailties. If they were guilty of 
any undue Compliances in King Henry the 
Eighth's Time, they had great Temptations 
to them. The King had begun a Reforma- 
tion by denying the Pope's Supremacy. But 
he was a Prince of a high Spirit; and a zea- 
lous Aſſertor of all the other Errors of 
Popery. The Truth indeed is, theſe Refor- 
mers themſelves were not weaned from 


Page 32. 
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( 37 ) | 
theſe Ertors but by Degrees. Both Cran- 
mer, and Ridley, held the Doctrine of Tran- 
fubſtaritiation till the latter End of King 
Henry's Time: And therefore they might 
without Hypocriſy officiate in the Maſs. But 
they were not ſuch miniſterial Compliert, 
as is here repreſented. * When Cranmet 

was conſecrated Archbiſhop of Canterbury, 
he ſcrupled taking the Oath to the Pope: 
and at laft, by the Advice of ſome Cano- 
| niſts, before he took the Oath he made a 
pablick Proteſtation, that he did not intend 
thereby to reſtrain himſelf from any thing 
that he was bound to, either by his Duty 
to God, or the King, or the Country: by 
which, ſays Dr. Burnet, if he did not wholly 
fave his Integrity, yet it was plain he intended 
' no Cheat, but to act fairly, and above-board. 
© When the fix Popiſh Articles were eſta- 
bliſhed 1539, Shaxton Biſhop of Saliſbury, 
and Latimer Biſhop of Worceſter, reſigned 
their Biſhopricks, thoug the former indeed 
afterwards recanted, and was a Perſecutor 


8 Srrype's Memorials of Cranmer, B. i. ch. 18. Dr, Ridlg's 
Life of Biſhop Ridley, B. iii. ſ. 5. | 
o Strype's Memorials, B. i. ch. 4. Barnet s wee of the 
. Reformation, B. ii. p. 129, 
© Ib. B. iii. p. 266. Strype's Memorials, B. i. c. 195 Dr. 
Newe's Animadverſions on Philips, p. 511. 
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1 
of the Proteſtants in Queen Mary's Time. 
Granmer was protected by the King; and 
not only did not ſubſcribe, but openly de- 
clared, and wrote againſt them. In Queen 
Mary's Reign it is well known what a glo- 
rious Stand theſe great Men made; and 
how far from any Compliance all of them 
were, excepting only one, who fell, and 
roſe again to receive the Crown of Martyr- 
dom. We may therefore, upon the whole, 
admire their Spirit, and applaud their Con- 
duct. Be it our Care to avoid their Failings, 
and copy after their good Examples. 


One of our Author's Aſſociates ſeems to 
be convinced of the Iniquity of ſuch mini- 
fterial Compliance. He has reſigned his Pre- 
ferment, and publiſhed an Apology for fo 
doing. I really think he needed no Apo- 
logy. I think he has acted an honeſt Part 
in giving up his Benefice, rather than offi- 
ciate in a Service, which he could not join 
in without groſs Hypocriſy. If he believed 
no Worſhip to be due to our Saviour, he 
was right not to offer up a Form of Prayer, 
wherein he is ſo often invocated, and addreſ- 
ſed to, as God. But for the ſame Reaſon 
he cannot join in our Communion, nor at- 
tend our publick Worſhip. Nor can he 

Join 


ee 


join himſelf to any Church in Chriftendom. 
Feſus Chriſt is worſhipped in every Chriſtian 
Church, and has been ſo in all Ages from 
the very firſt Propagation of Chriſtianity to 
this Day. We cannot call this Gentleman 
either Arian, or Socinian : he outſtrips both. 
Both Arius, and Socinus, held Worſhip to 
be due to Chriſt. Nay, when Franciſcus 
Davides, following only the neceſſary Con- 
ſequences of Socinuss own Doctrine, denied 
the Worſhip of Chriſt, Socinus was greatly 


provoked, wrote againſt him with great Bit- 


terneſs, and called him a Blaſþhemer, more 
than an Heretick, and unworthy the Name 
of a Chriſtian. And this Davides' was perſe- 
cuted by the Socinzans, and caſt into Priſon, 
where he died a miſerable Death. And ac- 
cordingly in the Racovian Catechiſm we find 
the Worſhip of Chri/ defended on the ſame 
Principles, as the Romani/ts defend the Wor- 
ſhip of Saints, and Angels. © And to the 
Queſtion---Hhat think you of thoſe who hold 
that Chriſt is not to be worſhipped ? The An- 
| © Socinus contri Vel, e. 2. Malleim Hiſt, Face. Vol. ii. 
280. 
8 N Duid vero ſentis de its hominibur, qui bo hriflum non invocant, 
nec adorandum cenſent ? Prorſus non effſe Chriftianos ſentio, cum rt 


ip Chriftum non habeant, et licet verbis id negare non audtant, 
re ip negent tamen. 
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Hans. 

-Apother of this Fraternity, not quite. 10 
honeſt, is now under Proſecution (1 ſup- 
poſe it will be called Per/ecution) for pub» 
lickly ſpeaking, and / preaching, againſt the 
Doctrines of our Church, calling her Articles 
profane, and her Worſhip idolatrous, and 
even the Apoſile's Creed erroneous; altering 
the Liturgy, and leaving out ſuch Parts of 
the Service, as he does not like. And yet 
this Man keeps his Beneſiee, to which he 

was lately inftituted, when he ſubſoribed 

our Articles, and declared them all to be 
agreeable io the Word of Cod, and ſolemnly 
in the Church promiſed to confarm to our 
Liturgy, which he now in that very Church 
REP in the grofleſt Terms, However 
extraordinary this may ſeem, I eſteem him 
one Degree honeſter than our lay os Com- 
ao WY he at#s fairly, and above baard. 


And theſe are the Men, who, petition = 
Relief in Matters of Subſcription. What 
would they have? and what will content 
them? Moſt of them have been backward 


to, ſpeak out. Our Author deals moſtly in 


of them at leaſt, plainly ſpoken out. Nay 
we 


general Terms. But they have now, fome 
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we are here told that they patiently remain 
in their Poſis, and wait the Opportunity of 
pruning our wild Branches, and rooting out 
out ranteſt Weeds. Give them therefore the 
Relief they aſk for, and they will overturn 
our Church, Root and Branch. Allow'them 
the Liberty of Prophecying, which they con- 
tend for, and all Sorts of Doctrines will be 
publickly taught in our Pulpits, and the 
moſt important Articles of our Religion 
openly vilified. But neither will this ſa- 
tisfy them. We muſt part with all our 
Creeds, even the Apoſtles Creed; we muſt 
aboliſh, or new modify our Liturgy, 'and 
in ſhort give up our whole Eſtabliſhment. 


ceſſions ? Will it promote either Peace, or 
Edification, if all Men of all Perſuaſions are 
allowed, and commiſſioned, to teach in our 
Churches whatever Doctrines they pleaſe ? 
Theſe Men (it ſeems) keep to Forms at pre- 
ſent : but when relieved by proper Authority, 
they will ſoon fall to Work in our Vineyard, 
and root out all our rank Weeds, I fear, if we 
let theſe Feeders in, they will tear up the 
True Vine itſelf. But can theſe Weeds be 
rooted out, without ſtirring the Ground ? 
What is it which makes them ſo earneſt to 
FR F - root 


And what End will be ſerved by theſe Con- 
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Ai abe 0661 GeatofT oaths l d 
poſe, And would not others be as zealous 


to ſupport what they call Truth? Would 
there not be many who would eſteem, what 
they call rank Weeds, as the faireſt 
Flowers in the Garden? Our Author may 
perhaps fancy that all but the con/crentions 
Men of his own Way of thinking ſubſeribe 
the Articles as Things of Courſe, and will fub- 
feribe any thing. But he will moſt certain» 
ly find himſelf miſtaken. He will find 
the Bulk of the Clergy as zealous ta main» 
tain, and as able to defend, the Dactrines 
of -our "Church, as he is to oppoſe them. . 
And many common Chr:ftizns, I believe, 
will be greatly ſcandalized, if you take away 
their Creeds, and Catechiſm, and ſtrike out of 
the Liturgy ſuch Things as they have always 
eſteemed eſſential. Shall we gain any D 
enters by theſe comprehenſive Schemes ? 
Jam afraid but few, and we may create 
more. New Sects of Diſſenters will ariſe, 
who will be as much offended at our leav- 
ing out neceſſary things, as others are for 
enjoining things indifferent. If you aboliſh, 

the Worſhip of our Bleſſed Saviaur, I de- 

clare that I will be myſelf a Diſſenter: nor 
w_ lj co in Communion with any Church 
which 


„ 

which gies not in her publick Worſhip 
call on the Name of our Lord Feſus Chriſt.— 
Chureh did I fay ?---No, it is no Church 
the very Name implies the Worſhip of out 
LORD. But farther; would theſe Refor- 
mers agree among themſelves? Thoſe who 
deny the Divinity of our Bleſſed Saviaur, as 
they would fiercely contend with thoſe who 
hold this Doctrine, ſo they would differ from 
one another. Some would maintain that 
he was a Second Fehovab ; others that he 
was a mere Man. Some would tell us chat 
they who worſhipped not Chrift were no 
Chriſtians ; others would call this Worſhip 
idolatrous. This we ſee was warmly con- 
teſted among the Socinians; and they abuſed, 
and perſecuted, one another. And in the 
bleſſed Times of Oliver Cromwell, when the 
Church of England was ſubverted, the ſeveral 
Sefaries divided, and quarrelled among them- 
felves. And how would the People be edi- 
fied by this Freedom of Debate? The Pul- 
pit would be made a Stage of Controverſy : 
and while the different Teachers were diſ- 


2 Cor. i. 2. 
Biſhop of Clogber's Eſſay on Spirit. 
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( 44 ) 
puting, and wrangling with one another on 
the moſt important Points, while one taught 
one Doctrine, and one another, and that 
with equal Authority, the People would not 
know what to believe; and probably many 
af them would be of no Religion at all, 
while others would ne Refnge in — 


es | 1 i 


-3 3 not perſons of different — 
ſuaſions be united by Charity, and mutual 
Forbearance? And why may they not noõẽ] 
under the preſent Eſtabliſhment? Why may 
not Perſons of different Communions live in 
Peace, and Charity, as well as thoſe of dif- 
ferent Perſuaſions under the ſame Commu- 
nion? We bear no Malice, or Hatred, to 
thoſe who differ from us, nor do we deſire 
to perſecute, or injure them. If they diſlike 
the Terms of our Communion, we compe!/ 
them not to come in: they may join them- 
ſelves to any Conventicle they like beſt. 


If "Cay approve not the Dorine of our 99 
ticles, they need not ſubſcribe them. If after 


© See Dr. Ba/guy's Charge, p. 5. &c. Mr. White's Appen- 
dix to his three Letters, 


their 
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their Subſcription they ſhould change their 
Opinion, yet, if they keep their Opinion 
to themſelves, no Man will, or can, hurt 
them. Inſtead of this, the Preſs teems 
with the bittereſt Invectives againſt our 
Eſtabliſhment in general: and the moſt eſ- 
ſential Doctrines of our Church are treated 
with the greateſt Aſperity. If theſe warm 
Zealots were admitted into our Church, and 
ſuffered to teach what they would without 
Reſtraint, will they be more quiet than they 
are now ? I think it has been already ſnewn 
that ſuch Comprehenſion would contribute 
neither to Charity, nor Peace, nor 3 
tion. 


But 7 may be aſked, PROFLE a 
there no Faults in our preſent Conſtitution? 
Is there nothing that I myſelf ſhould be 
glad to ſee altered ? -- I ſhall ſpeak my 
Mind fairly and freely. There are ſome” 
things in our Articles, and Liturgy, which T 
ſhould be glad to ſee amended (though, I 
believe, not the ſame as theſe Gentlemen 
would object to) in many other things I 


b See Dean Tucker's Apology, Þ. 54, &6- _ 


ſhould 


6 
ſhould be willing {though againſt my own 
Opinicg) to make all reaſonable Conceſ- 


ons, if by that Means we might obviate 
Odjections, gain any conſiderable Number 


of Diſſenters without making more, quiet 
weak Conſciences, or promote Peace, and 
Unity, amongſt Prozefiants. But when ſuch 
bitter Invectives are publiſhed againſt our 
Church, as the Confeffional, and ſeveral 
others of the ſame Stamp; when we are 
loaded with Reproaches; when the moſt 
fundamental Doctrines of Cbriſtianity are 
attacked, and Principles advanced, which 
are ſubverſive of all Eftabliſhments, I fear 
there is little Room to hope for Peace, of 
Accommodation with ſuch Men. And 
therefore I humbly think, with all due Sub- 
miſſion to my Superiors in eden and 


This Writer ſeems to tread in the ſame Steps tho' --- no# 
Feffibut equis—— Witneſs his Concluſion, where our Church, 
and it's Government, are compared to the Jew Church, 
and it's Rulers, in our Sawicur's Time. [le had before 
compared it to the Tower of Babel. Strange it is that 
he ſhould not ſee the Folly, the Injuſtice, the Indecency, of 
ſach invidious Compariſons Sufficient it may be to anſwer 
that our Church reaches not for Do&rines the Commandments of 
Men : and that he has not wrought any Miracles, nor offered 
us any good Reaſons for our Conviction. 


State, 


((#) 
State, that we had better wait for more 
peaceable Times, and be contented with our 
preſent Conſtitution as it is, till a fairer 
Proſpect ſhall appear of changing it for the 
. | I 2 
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1 I wrote theſe Papers, I had 
"0 not ſeen Mr. Lindſays Apology : I 
have fince obtained a Sight of it. I find he 
renders the Text 1 Cor. i. 2. which I have 
cited above, p. 43.---with all them that are 
called by the Name of our Lord Feſus Chriſt-- 
and refers us to Dr. Hammond for Proof. 
Dr. Hammond is a learned, and able, Com- 
mentator : but his Interpretation of this 
Text is ſufficiently confuted by Dr. Whitby 
in his Annotations. One need indeed only 
turn to the Texts cited by Dr. Hammond. 


The Word ---trixaazumng---by itſelf indeed 


fignifies called, or named. The four firſt 
Texts of Scripture produced by him amount 
to no more, as Matt. x. 3. Luke xxii. 3. 
Acts i. 23.--iv, 3.---Lebbeus, whoſe Surname 


0 wy: 
war Thaddeu--Fudes furnomed Nuri, br. 


The next Text he cites proves directly a- 
gainſt him. A#s vii. 58. the Word 
E AννẽD-- there is plainly uſed, not in the 
Paſive, but the Middle Voice, and ſignifies 
calling upon, or invoking--and is by the Doc» 
tor himſelf rendered - he continued in Prayer 
to God. But the ſame Verb- - ,- 
with an Accuſative Caſe following it, always 
ſignifies calling upon in Prayer, or appealing 
Zo, as a Witneſs, or Judge. To call upon the 
Lord, or upon the Name of the Lord, is a com- 
mon Phraſe uſed in the Old Teftament to ſig- 
nify tbe Warſhip of God: and is expreſſed 
in the Septuagint by the Verb-»erixantouaies 
in the Middle Voice. Thus we read Gen. 
xit. 8. that Abraham built an Altar unto the 
Lord, and called tpon the Name of the Lard- 
ETWCGAETATO £74 Tv GWOjaehTs Kupis, And fo a- 
gain again xiii. 4. and xxi. 33. where tis 
expreſſed iiur T6 b, Kups, -== * T/nac 

alſo built an Altar, and called upon the 
Lord. The ſame Phraſe of ao he 


Gen. xxvi. 25s 18 

» 1 Kings xviii. 24. 1 Chron. xvi. 8. Pal. IXxix. 6, 
bexx. 18. xcix.6, cv. 1. Cxvi, 4, 14. If. Ixiv. 7. N 
Lam. iii. 54+ Joel ii. 32. Zach. ili. 9. | 
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tht Name df the Lard is wid i ah other 
Places EN Nu To RUh - or — Tov Qty, 
Se. is alſo uſed in many Places in a alive 
Senſe for the Monſbip of Ge. The dame 
Phraſe is uſed in the ſafe Senſe in many 
Places of the New Teftament, and particu- 
Himſelf acknowledges. So he does in his 
Paraphraſe of AA, vii. 59. 2s WE. have: al- 
ready ſeen. In Ads ii. 21. St. Peter quotes 
the Prophecy of Juel ii. 3. and applies it 
to the Times of the Goſpel -H. i d . 
xaAionras To abe Kypis rw terra M hſeruer 
all call on the Name of the Tord ball be 

Javed. In the Prophet it plainly ſignifies 
the Worſhip of God and therefore mutt ſig- 
nity: the ſame in the Citation. The ſame 
_—_— Paul, Rom. x. 
another Text produced by Dr. M. 
which proves directly againſt him. For St. 
Paul applies this particularly to Crit. He 
was before ſpeaking of Faith in our. Lard 
Jeſus Chrift, v. g, &c. and then adds, vea2. 
The ſame Lord over all, is rich unto all that 
call upon bim. Then follows this Quotation 
from Joel. And in the next Verſe the 
Apoſtle adds - How ſball they call on him, in 
whom they have not believed ?--The Apoſtle 
. is 


1 SJ ” 
is (raking of C il. Tocall upon himis there- 


fore ſomething different from, and ſubſe- 
queat to, Jeheving on lum, and ean ſcarce 
ſignify any thing elſe than warſbipping dim. 
And Dr. H. renders, it---tbey ball conflantly 
confeſs, pray, and adhere to Chrifl, : The 
Verb here is cortainly uſed in an Aaliue 
Senſe. There is one more Text cite» by 
the Doctor: and that is A, ix. 14. where 
Anunias ſays to the Lord. who appeared» to 
him in 2 YVi/on.,--- Here be, viz. Saul, hath 
Authority from the Chief Priefts to bind all 
ie -- Which Dr. H. renders-- all that 
publickly avow the Morſbip of Chri- amul 
refers to the fame Phraſe: Ade xxii. 16. 


Performance f all Chriſtian Duties of Devo- 
twn to Gad--It: cannot indeed here, not at 
V. 21. fignifes thoſe 10bo were called by the 
Name of Chriſt : for the Diſciples were not 
called Chriſtians till ſome time after at An- 
tiach. And for the ſame Reaſon in the laſt 
cited Text As xxii. 16. where Anamas 


bids Saul ariſe, and be baptized, and waſh 


Acts xi. 26, 
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which he renders joining 2th lurch in 
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auh bis Sins, calling on the Namt of the Lord- 
mee eres 70 wud r Kupiz-—rmuſt fignify in 
an AFrve Senſe, worſhipping the Lord. Again, 
#hey that call on the Lord out of a pure Heart 
is a Phraſe uſed by St. Paul 2 — ii. 22. 
to ſignify good Chriſtians, a Phraſe nearly 
ſynonymous to this 2 Cor. i. 2. The ſame 
Verb alſo--ermcanargt-- is uſed 1 Pet. i. 17. 


in an Ave Senſe, to ſignify the Worſpip of 


God. In ſome other Places both of the Ola, 


and New Teftament, the Name of God is ſaid 


, to be called on Perſons, or Things, devoted 
to his Service: but here the Phraſe is diffe- 
rent; the Word--pa--is here a Nominative 
Cafe prefixed to the Verb. But where the 
Verbirα⁰αν?⁵ - is followed by an Accuſa- 
tive Caſ it always ſignifies to invole, or 
wor up, excepting only where it ſignifies to 
appeal to. And if ſo, we want neither Pre- 


cept, nor Example, for the Worſhip of Chrift, 
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